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1- The CHAIimAM (Nigeria) s I declare open the 385th plenary meeting of the 
Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmaments 

2. Mrso MYRDAL (Sweden) % As the time available to the Committee for this 

session is brief ^ I feel that the earliest opportunity m.ust be used for starting a 
substantive discussion on further disarmament measures o I also have in. mind the 
encouraging example of the representative of the United Kingdom^ Mr^ Mulley, who already 
filled his first statement in the Committee at this session (MDG/PV«,381) with an 
amplitude of concrete suggestions, 

3o Therefore this morning I am asking that the Committee ^s attention be turned to a 
specific and urgent subjects a comprehensive ban on nuclear-weapon tests* Not only 
the repeated demands by the United Nations General Assembly for action in this- field 
but also some new and encouraging events justify renewed preoccupation with this matter, 
I do not dare to bo so optimistic as to expect a fully-fledged treaty banning underground 
tests to be concluded at this very session^ but we ought to be able to report to the 
General Assembly in due time that considerable progress is being made* Such news about 
our work would stimulate fiirther the disarmament debate in general o And a more active 
debate of this kind might well turn up suggestions of practical importance for our 
continued work on a treaty banning all tests. It might also be in the interest of the 
tecbmical groups concerned with testing to get a signal for the planning of the 
organization of a changeover in the foreseeable future* 

4o As to the encouraging new events which might smooth the way for our work^ I have 
in mi.nd in particuJ-ar two developments^ one political and one more technical in nature, 
5o The political -'- and the more important ~ one^ of course^ refers to the pledges 
made by the United States and the Soviet Union to undertake bilateral negotiations on 
rovstricting strategic nuclear weapon systems^ offensive and defensive ( ibid , ^ paran34). 
If;, as we all hope^ the main Powers come to an agreement to halt the further development 
of these already very advanced weapon systems^ the main reason for conducting nuclear 
tests in those countries should disappear, Thus^ fortunately ;, the defence security 
arguments for a test ban are becoming stronger^ since the parties' to an agreement 
limiting the development of strategic systems will want reassurance as to the mutual 
respect for such an agreement, A comprehensive test ban may thus become an almost 
necessary ingredient of an over'-all agreement on the non-development of strategic weapon 
systems o 
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6* The second auspicious event is the continued progress made in regard to methods 
of control of an undergroimd test ban* I am thinking specifically of verification by 
seismic methods. We have noted with deep satisfaction and as a good omen that for the 
first time in many years scientists from different sides came together recently at an 
unofficial scientific meeting to discuss the technical aspects of the control of an 
underground test ban. I am referring to the meetings which took place recently in 
Sweden iinder the auspices of the International Institute for Peace and Conflict Research 
in Stockholm (SIPRl)^ at which experts from Canada, Czechoslovakia, France, India, Japan, 
Romania, Sweden, the United Kingdom, the United States and the USSR were present. 
A unanimously-adopted summary of their fxiLlrsport has been made available to delegations 
in document ENDG/230e 

7. I think it should be noted that, although the Swedish delegation has served as an 
intermediary, the document is the responsibility, of course, of that international and 
independent Institute ^ The full report of the meetings, containing also the explicit 
views on points on which. the experts differed, will be made available as a publication 
by the Research Institute in the near future* As I have just mentioned, the summary 
report contains the points on which the experts were agreed. In view of the fact that 
a similar confrontation of views between experts has not taken place since I960, the 
results of those meetings — though •unofficial in character «-- deserve close study. 

I therefore wish to make the following remarks on the background and the contents of 
that summary report. 

8. The discussion by the experts x>?as limi.ted to the basic methods for the control of an 
imderground test ban by national means only, and did not deal much with the practical 
applicability of the basic methods which axe availaible at presents It was recognized 
by all participants that one seismological identification method developed in the United 
Kingdom, using the relative strength of long- and short-period earth movements, gives a 
sufficiently certain positive identification of underground explosions, provided the 
explosions are strong enough. Those findings in the United Kingdom were supported by 
similar evidence from Canada, the Soviet Union and the United States. It was also found 
that existing ordinary seismological networks could be used to apply. that method in 
regard to explosions in hard rock when the yields were from 20 to 60 kilotons. 
Concerning smaller explosions the experts did not reach a consensus* 
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9. It should be noted that the report was produced within a limited fraraework. The 
experts did not at that time explore in detail the possibilities of using the big, ' 
modern array stations equipped with the very sensitive long-period seismographs required 
for applying to weaker underground events the British identification method I have just 
mentioned, 

10 • It also became clear at the meetings that the different characteristics of the 
instanmients employed in the Soviet Union on. the one hand and in most .other countries on 
the other hand necessitate further studies, both experimental and theoretical. The 
great value of personal contacts in this rather special field is well illustrated by the 
fact that some comparative calculations were immediately -undertaken by some of the 
participants, who were then able to explain to their colleagues who were present some of 
the essential elements of differences in evaluation caused by the fact that experts used 
differing systems* I mention that detail only to stress the important practical value 
of meetings of experts towards a further understanding of the complicated control issue <. 
11, I should now like to turn to some specific conclusions that wo in our delegation 
have drawn from the summary report of the experts • I would first mention the encourage- 
ment we feel in seeing mentioned as one of the possibilities for further improvement of 
identification the employment of statistical methods as we proposed here at last ye£;ir^s 
session of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on. Disarmament (ENDC/I9l)» We have now a 
renev/ed confidence in our belief that these methods could be a very efficient tool for 
bridging the remaining magnitude gap between strong underground events that can be 
identified with certainty today by using seismological means alone, and weaker- events 
x.^hich would, have to be covered in order to underpin an undergro"und test ban with a 
completely meaningf-ul control system, I do not wish to take the Committee ^s time by 
repeating here and now what my delegation said last year when we tried to elaborate, in 
the Committee on this method j but I beg to refer my colleagues to the relevant verbatim 
records, documents ENDC/PVc309; 315 and 323o 

12 o In this connexion it should be noted that the experts in their summary report make 
clear that explosions weaker than 20 kilotons and completely contained in very. loose 
soil or in large cavities in hard rock seem to escape all present means of detection 
and identification from a distance, 

13 o The countries which have repeatedly insisted on the importance of an. effective 
international data exchange system as a vital part of the control 'arrangements for an 
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undergroTmd test-ban agreement shoiild be gratified by the tmanimous support of 
the experts for such an exchange « In our delegation we have noted this part of the 
report as an encouragement for continued efforts to establish that co~operatiire 
system of data' exchange • 

lU. }ty own conclusion^ after having studied carefully the report by the experts^ is 
that the state of the art of identification by seismological methods has progressed 
further and that we should be particularly encouraged by the fact that experts from 
various important countries have for the first time agreed that a broad field of 
seismic events do allow positive identification as to their origins are they 
natural earthquakes or maa«made explosions? This progress seems to be so important 
that it must have an influence on political positions* The negotiating positions 
maintained since 1963 simply cannot remain fixed and frozen* 

15. To be effective^ our work in relation to underground test-ban control must be 
carried forward in converging directions. The effort of the scientists to provide 
efficient control methods must now be matched by a corresponding effort to set a 
defined political goal for the control endeavours. This would in practical terms 
mean political decisions on what risk, at different explosion-yield levels, of 
unrevealed cheating is tolerable • If we make such .decisions it will give the 
scientists working in this field the necessary guidance to know when tboir efforts 
to extend identification possibilities have reached the stage where their findings 
can be put to definitive practical use* But what is much more important is that 
we are ^ill eager to see a convergence of the' political desiderata with the 
technical capabilities,' in order to narrow the field of dispute and reach a viable 
agreement* 

•l6o The United Kingdom delegation has opened= this debate by making some new and 
concrete suggestions^ I should like to turn for a moment to Mr,, IVBllley^s- ideas and 
offer some preliminary comments* We first observe his suggestion — 

^? o *• that . consideration be given to the possibility of the treaty^ s 
providing for a special comniittee whose function it would be to consider 
complaints of infringements of the treaty and assess the evidence produced 
in support, of the complaint" o (ENDC/ PV\381. para*76 ) 
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17. As we have in this Committee had some earlier experience with similar suggestions 
— I am thinking of the proposal by the eight non-aligned mem^bers of the Committee 
for an international commission (SKDC/28) — • we shall ^ of course, be particularly 
interested to learn in due time about the acceptability of this idea at the 

present time to the other nuclear-weapon Powers members of this Committee. Until 
we know more about the attitude of others ^ the Swedish delegation would not wish 
to bind itself to any definite position on this pointy the more so as Mr* Mulley^s 
proposal of a committee. "seems to presuppose that obligatory inspection in loco is 
a necessary element of a comprehensive test-ban control system. As we have stated 
in the past 5 my delegation is not ready to commit itself to that assumption.- Our 
efforts in the control field have 9 on the contrary ^ been inspired by a desire to 
reduce the requirements for inspections and to find ways of securing sufficient 
verification by other methods 9 offering greater hopes of general acceptability and 
being, at the same time, less burdensome for all the parties which may wish to make 
a contribution to the verification of a treaty. The seismological methods have the 
additional advantage of offering a '^spin-off" leading to improved possibilities of 
earthq_uake prediction. 

18. I shaM turn now to Mr. Mulley's other suggestion, concerning a system of 
quotas for tests on a descending scale over a limited' period of years, ending with 
a nil quota after which further tests would be banned absolutely ( ibid . , para.??)* 
This is an interesting addendum to the list of earlier proposals for some modus 
Vivendi arrangement, including various proposals on some kind of moratorium-. There 
may come quite an avalanche of comments and views, critical and otherwise, on this 
points, but let me at this' early stage in the debate try to pose a couple of 
positive ideas, or af least positive queries, to Mr. Mulley and other interested- parties. 
19^ The first is, would a phasing-out period facilitate agreements on control by 
allowing experimentation with verification methods? More particularly, would the 
m.ethod of verification by challenge ™ which is in. reality the method in operation as 
far as the Moscow Treaty (EKDC/lOO/Rev.l ) is concerned — be tested on some suspicix^uB 
event occurring outside the announced series in the legalized category? That would, 
seem to be in line with a simirar- suggestion made first in another international forum 
and then introduced in this Committee by Lord Chalfont (Eiroc/PV.2799 PP* 13~15)* 
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20/ A second^ and perhaps in reality rather opportune ^ possibility is that the 
proposed legalized quota of underground explosions might "be set aside to serve the 
further development of explosive devices" for peaceful purposes • Of course ^ all types 
of peaceful explosions should in any case be inside the quota. This idea might be 
made a constituent element in the agreement on an international regime for peaceful 
nuclear explosions o It would seem to be appropriate that the stage of '^free'^ 
experimentation would end with our arrival at a final test ban^ as thereafter 
explosions for development purposes would come" under the same. rules as those for 
active utilization of the devices* I must remark that otherwise the prospects of 
continued development work on the peaceful nuclear devices mentioned by the 
representative, of the United States^ Mr* Foster^ at our last meeting -™ specifically 
in so far as it calls for test explosions -~ could hardly be made compatible with a 
ban on nuclear-weapon testings We have to recall that 9 as has been said so often 9 a 
nuclear device is a nuclear device and- is . ins-eparable from a nuclear weapon* Just.. as 
inseparable j> and certainly as unscrutiniza^ble, is 9 of course j development work, on 
them, I believe there is a consensus on this point. 

21 o. Despite the weight of these more technical arguments ^ the chief issue in regard 
to ]VIr». Mulley^s proposal is^ of courses would this proposal for a step-wise cessation 
of underground tests lead to a progressive build-up of mutual confidence? 
22,. In ordar. to carry us further forward^ I also feel obliged to proffer a comment 
on some r.emarks made by the representative of Czechoslovakia^ Mr. Lahoda^ at. our 
meeting of 23 July (EEDC/PVo3839 para.49)^ He reminded us of an .idea , originally put 
forward in our Committee by the delegation of the United Arab Republic (Ein)C/PV*2245 
page 9 ) J , that underground tests might be stopped even if no agreement could be reached 
on a complete bano This would be achieved by temporarily combining a definite 
prohibition of underground explosions above a certain threshold^ expressed in seismic 
magnitude 9 with a moratorium on explosions below that level, >7hen this proposal has 
figured in disarmament debates it has been connected with an apparent, expectation 
that the given threshold could be^^ successively lowered, with tha advance in 
identification reliability^ 
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23« I am afraid^ however ^ that the idea "behind this suggestion does not .seem to be 
a very hopeful one^ on account of the technicalities involved. It is not possible 
to obtain an unequivocal interpretation of seismic records so as to determine the 
yield of an explosion* One reason — as indicated in the summary report of the 
recent meeting of seismological experts — is that the conditions of the, ground" in 
which an explosion takes place can affect the observed magnitude by more than one 
unit on the seismic scale • The conclusion is unavoidable^ although regrettable ^ that 
it is not feasible to control a ban on test explosions above a prescribed threshold 
through verification by seismological methods. . : 

24* Turning now from considerations of. some special suggestions ^ I want to bring- 
back to our attention a proposal ^ made by my delegation earlier 9 that the Eighteen- 
Nation Committee on Disarmament should at last sit down to the straightforward work 
on a draft treaty text to ban the whole range of underground testing. ¥e all know 
that only a text will call forth a fully considered ^ responsible and concrete 
formulation of positions. With the texts of the Moscow Treaty and the non- 
proliferation treaty (Biroc/226) before us 9 the drafting would not seem to be 
overwhelmingly difficult. 

25. The preambular paragraphs could to a large extent be repeated or condensed from 
those treaty texts ^ to which a treaty banning nuclear-weapon tests underground would 
be a supplement. A first operative article would obviously have to contain the 
obligation by the parties to prohibit ^ to prevent and not to carry out any underground 
nuclear-weapon test explosions ^ or^ subject to an exception which has to be made^ 
underground explosions of any other nuclear ^explosive devices. This would be fully 

in conformity with the earlier treaties 9' as would a second paragraph to refrain from 
encouraging such -activities in other countries. An explicit exception to the main 
article would have to state that the provisions did not apply to explosions which 
were carried out for construction or other peaceful purposes and which took place 
under an international regime and in conformity with a separately-negotiated 
international agreement. 

26. In passing 3 I might mention that such a separate agreement on peaceful nuclear 
explosions 9 to which several delegations have devoted attention here in the Eighteen- 
Hation Committee on Disarmament and in the United Nations debate ^ would have to 
contain the rules about nuclear devices used for such purposes. These will have to 
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remain -Hrithin the possession and custody of nuclear-weapon countries 5 "but their use 
should he pursuant to permission in each specific case hy an international agency. 
As a concomitant to the prohibitory treaties — that is 9 the non-proliferation and 
the underground test-han treaties — the benefits of exceptions would be granted to 
the signatories of one or both of these treaties* 

27. fn a second operative article in an underground test-ban treaty 5, obligations 
>as to co-operation between parties should be spelt out according to lines which this 
Committee has by and large agreed to earlier s to co-operate in good faith to ensure 
the full observance of the treaty 9 to co-operate in an internati.onial exchange/of 
seismological data^ and to 00-operate for the clarification of events which occur 
and which may be pertinent to the subject matter. 

28. 'This might then lead to a third operative article 9 if it seemed necessary to deal 
more fully with the procedure for verification. There ^ in the first instance, would 
be set out the preliminary steps- which would have to be taken and which do form part 
of a "verification-by-challenge" process s any party being entitled to make inquiries 
and receive information, any. party being entitled to make proposals as to suitable 
methods of further clarification, and, finally, any State' being entitled to invite 
inspection, such inspection to be .carried out in the manner prescribed by the inviting 
State. This last provision may be unnecessary in a treaty, as all States do have 
this freedom of action as a self-evident rights but the pinpointing of the manner 

; in which inspections should be undertaken may make inclusion of the provision, worth 

while. 

29. There would then remain the additional problem as to whether obligatory 
inspections should be prescribed. There we meet not only political but also several 

. practical problems which are as yet unresolved ~ for example, the moot question 

. whether the quota of inspections should apply to all signatories • 

•■••■•' -I 

30. We must also visualize more clearly how the process should conclude if manifested \ 

suspicions that the treaty has been violated have not been satisfactorily cleared up. i 
I do not intend today to probe deeper into the subject matter of these problems, 
which are the only ones which seem to us really to be still debatable. 

31. The main regulatory articles I have just discussed seem to flow out of our previous 
work, and following articles on signature, ratification,, withdrawal, etc. can easily 

be made to parallel those in the instruments ' of new international law which we have 
already succeeded in establishing. 
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32, In view of the pressing need that the Si^hteen-I^Tation Committee come to ^rips 
with further measures of disarmament ^ I have not hesitated today to touch Ujjon a 
rather long list of the substantive issues we have to deal with as regards making 
the test ban comprehensive * The re3.sons for our persistent urging that this should 
bo the next disarmament measure to be elaborated in the Committee are so compelling 
— indeed more compelling today than at any previous time. I should like to try to 
divide those reasons into three ma,in categories* 

33. One is the reason devolving from the tro.ns actional situation- in our negotiationss 
the test-ban issue must be clarified as a link between the recently-concluded non- 
proliferation treaty and the a^greement on an international regime for peaceful 
nuclear explosions 9 on which a decision should be taken soon.. Through his 
intervention at our last meeting the representative of the United States 9 Mr. Foster ^ 
raised our hope for progress on this latter issue* 

34 o A second reason of an imperative character, is that the completion of the ban on 
nuclear testing would be a very important disarmament measure — and we are looking 
eagerly for the emergence of the first such measure 5 which we have been promised in 
article VI of the non-proliferation treaty. The cessation of the further development 
and refinement of nuclear weapons — that is ^ qualitative nuclear disarmament — now 
seems the most timely of. the possible nuclear disarmament measures ♦ Since "overkill" 
capacity has been reached by the main nuclear-weapon Powers ^ it is the race concerned 
with chane^ing the quality of the weapon systems which is threatening to upset the 
precarious balance in which the world is living, 

35» Finally^ there is another 9 much more positive and enticing^ reason for stretching 
our efforts to achieve an end to nuclear-weapon testing. Nothing could provide a 
poverty-stricken and problem-ridden world with a greater vision of hope than the 
release of the many thousands of scientists and technicians whose superior ingenuity 
is now exploited in this barren sector of advancing destruction capabilities. It has 
been said many times that the research and development phases of advanced weapon 
construction are the ones which tax particularly hard these crucial resources for 
innovation and problem-solving. The production and deployment phases are much 
more routine in character. That is why this ban on scientifically-advanced 
weapon development could be such a valuable factor for the world econom.y as a whole. 
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36 e I submit that our respect for the human mind and our duties towards our fellow 
beings compel us to seek an early end to the waste we now permit and to the risks in 
regard to security which^ at the same time^ we incur « 

37 • .Me.?..- Jl^^^^Q IQ^Q (Italy) (transient ion from French); I have the honoui° to 
inform this Committee that, after a recent debate on foreign policy^ the new Italian 
Parliament approved the decision taken by the Government to associate itself with 
the United Nations resolution on the non-proliferation treaty (EMDC/226-^)^ and 
expressed itself in favour of signing that treaty* That debate ajid the vote at its 
conclusion have particular importance and significance. They show that^ despite the 
diversity of opinions expressed by the democrsitically-elected representatives, it is 
indeed the Italian nation as a whole which is approving the non-- proliferation treaty, 
to the achievement of which my delegation was happy to make its contribution both 
in Geneva and in New York^ 

3^0 Both the statements made by the many speakers who took part in the debate and 
the motions adopted by the Senate and the Chamber of Deputies stressed the great 
importance of the non-proliferation treaty and the role of a dynamic, even decisive, 
factor which it can play in enabling us to achieve the fundamental objectives of 
disarmament and peaces At the same time the Italian Parliament asked the Government 
to make every effort, to ensure that in the Implementation of the treaty the 
commitments undertaken by the nuclear Pov;ers should be followed by concrete measures 
of application to nuclear disarmament and that, side by side with these, other 
effective measures should be taken to ensure respect for the interests and rights 
of the noU'-^nuclear States with regard to the supply of source and special fissionable 
material, the exchange ^ of technical and scientific information, and equality of 
participation in the control and development of nuc]>ear energy for peaceful purposes 
in a spirit of complete co~operationo 

39e There is another point to which the Italian Parliament particularly drew the 
attention of my Government: that in the jjnplementation of the treaty any measure 
likely to compromise the creation of a imited Europe, to which the peoples of the 
Continent aspire, should be avoidede In this respect also the Italian Parliament 
strongly urged the Governm.ent to spare no effort for the conclusion of a satisfactory 



ENDC/PV.3S5 
U 

(Mr. Garacclolo^ Italy) 

agreement between the International Atomic Energy Agency and SUR4T(M on the 
application of article III of the non-proliferation treaty, which deals with 
controls, so as to presrerve intact the function arid activity of th^ European Atomic 
Energy Gomm\mity, 

40. We hope that our Committee will now be able to concentrate on the tasks which 
all the countries, represented here, and in particular the nuclear Powers, have under- 
taken, to. bring to a satisfactory conclusion. I see as a f. ^st encouraging sign that 
v/ithout . losing precious time., and lea^ving aside- the conventional trite statements and 
cliches which are not infrequently. used during opening meetings, the nuclear Powers 
have from the very first meeting gone straight to the heart of the matter in important 
statements • 

41. In our view it is comforting to observe that, just when -we have opened a new 
phase of our negotiations, the responsible authorities of the two great nuclear 
Powers have recognized by their stand the urgent, and even ojnperative, necessity 

of following up the conclusion of the non-proliferation treaty with other agreements 
aimed at reversing a dangerous situation. This undertaking, given to the world by 
the two Powers almost simultaneously, is indeed all the more significant because the 
only measures which can set off the renunciation requested by the non-nuclear Powers 
in the matter of nuclear armaments must be sought in the reduction of vertical 
proliferation, both qualitative and quantitative, 

42. In this respect the Soviet delegation made the following very clear statement 

on 16 July: 

"It is necessary to bend every effort in order to m.ake further progress towards 
slowing down the arms race and towards disarmament in order to achieve the 
conclusion of further international agreements in this field." (EKDG/FV;^:3gl. 

para> 17 ), 
For his part, President Johnson in his message to our Committee (ENDC/22S) made a 
solemn appeal to. us by reminding. us of the, great responsibility of the Powers meeting 
in Geneva, and by specifying that for its part the United States of ^erica is fully 
conscious of that responsibility. 

43. But the stands taken by the United States and the Soviet Union are not limited 
to expressions of good will; they contain also common ideas from which we can single 
out useful elements for our future negotiations. We find first of all the saxne will 
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to begin direct conversations with a view to reaching agreement on the limitation of 

strategic-weapon delivery systems. Even if these negotiations can take place only 

through bilateral contacts, we fully share the view expressed by other delegations 

that the Eighteen-Nation Committee should at any rate be kept informed of their 

progress. 

44. The indications given by the two great Powers also give us valuable guidance 
towards the drafting of a concrete and reasonable agenda. To achieve this goal we 
should indeed seek the items which are most likely to obtain the agreement of the 
Powers v/hich, under the non-proliferation treaty, are called upon to undertake the 
greatest commitments. It is also necessary to take into account world public opinion, 
which wishes to see tangible measures, inspired by wisdom and commonsense and aimed 
at reducing world tension and strengthening general security. This choice entails 
the firm determination not to be tempted by illusory, unrealistic or premature 
proposals » 

45. The" Italian delegation considers that, among the various tasks entrusted to the' 
Committee by the General Assembly at different periods, the most important and the 

most urgent is to start negotiations on the disarm'ament measures mentioned in article VI 
of the non-proliferation treaty, in conformity with the operative paragraphs of 
resolution 2373 (/OCIl) (EMDG/226^). The consideration of some of those measures 
should be undertaken without delay because they seem to us to offer possibilities 
for tangible progress. 

46. First I should like to emphasize the measure concerning the extension to 
underground nuclear tests of the 1963 Moscow Treaty (El^DC/lOO/Rev.l) on the prohibition 
of nuclear tests in tne atmosphere, in outer space and under water. That measure, to 
which the treaty devotes a whole paragraph of its preamble-, has thus acquired special 
significance and priority. We are. happy to observe that the three delegations of the 
nuclear Powers have taken a stand. in. favour of considering that problem, and that other 
delegations accord it high priority. More particularly, we think that the Committee 
should give its full attention to the ideas suggested by. the representative of the 
United Kingdom to overcome the difficulties which have so far prevented the conclusion 
of an agreement, iimong the suggestions made by his delegation we have particularly 
appreciated the desire to tackle one of the concrete aspects of the problem by 
proposing a compromise solution of the all-important question of on-site verification 
(JSDG/FV.3S1, para. 76). 



ENDG/FV,3S5 
■ 16 

(Mr. Caracciolo,- Italy) 

hi. However, wg cannot refer to the problem of the cessation of .all nuclear tests 
without mentioning another problem linked to it by a struct\iral rather than a 
functional affinity — that is the problem of nuclear explosions for peaceful 
purposes. The debate on non-proliferation had the great merit, among others, of 
highlighting the importance of that aspect of the use of nuclear energy. Therefore 
we are not only convinced of the necessity of studying the future mplications of 
that aspect but are also bound by the precise provisions of the non-proliferation 
treaty. Now x^fo must ascertain when, where and how this question should be examined. 
AS. The representative of the United Kingdom proposed that we take a first step 
towards putting into operation the process of implementing article V of the non- 
proliferation treaty. He suggested that the Committee should immediately examine 
the possibility of writing a letter to the Board of Governors of the International 
4rtoraic Energy ..gency requesting it to express its views on the role which the Vienna 
Agency mj.ght be called upon to play (ibid., para. Si)/ Without wishing, for the time 
being, to go into all the possible implications of that proposal, I should, like to say 
that it seems to us to be somewhat premeturo at the present stage. 

49. The measures for mplementing article ¥ of the non-proliferation treaty — which 
should not be considered as disarmament measures — are really part of the pr^^blem of 
nuclear activities for peaceful purposes, which is already on the agenda of the 
Conference of Non-Wucloar-Weapon States. On the other hand, it is impossible to 
maintain that our agenda does not contain othe^r priority items: indeed, under General 
Assembly resolution 2373 CiQ>-Il). paragraph 4, we must give priority to the. implementa- 
tion of art,icle VI of the treaty. It seems to me, therefore, that there would be no. 
harm in waiting a month or two until the end of the forthcoming discussion at the 
Conference of Non-Nuolear-Weapon-^tates ~- which will attach particulaj.- importance : to 
the problems raised by article V - before we take up this subject again. The wording, 
of our agenda and 'a premature choice must not convey the impression that we wish to 
anticipate the work of the forthcoming Conference. 

5Q, M second measure which could usefully be considered is to reduce the production 
of fissile material for military purposes. It soeras to us that it is high time to 
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envisage an agreement which would be the first step towards ending the manufacture of 
nuclear weaponSo For a long time the "cut«off" has been included in the list of 
measures recommended by the United StcteSo The Soviet memorandum also mentions^ under 
item 2, measures for stopping the manufacture of nuclear weapons and for reducing and 
destroying stockpiles (EMDC/227)* Hence none of the pre-conditi.ns raised in the past 
should any longer be an obstacle to a first examination of this substantive problem. 
To undertaJke that task would be not only the logical consequence of the non-proliferation 
treaty but also evidence that our Committee wishes to take fully into account the wishes 
expressed by a number of countries not members of this Committee <, 

51o .A third question might also^ in the view of the Italian delegation^ become the 
subject of fruitful negotiationSo That is limitation of armaments on the soa-bed,, 
Hore we are obviously on virgin ground^ because this measure has not yet been subjected 
to the sifting process which has always proved necessary for considering the data of 
each new problem in depth* 

52. However^ even if we had to begin by exploratory work^ positive results could be 
achieved .quite soon. A measure for the limitation of armaments on the sea-bed would . 
not be unprocodontod^ since a similar agreement has been concluded to prohibit the 
placing in orbit in outer space of any weapons of nass destruction (General Assembly 
resolution 2222 (XXl))o Furthermore^ it should be noted that the Soviet memorandum and 
the mesisage of President Johnson both refer to the possibility of an agreement for this 
purpose o 

53. Whatever the importance and urgency of nuclear disarmament measures within the 
work of our Committee., we should not neglect other questions upon which we could nov! 
usefully focus our attention^ I should like to mention in this connexion chemical and 
bacteriologiccJL weapons, with regard to which, as suggested by the United Kingdom 
representative (ENDC/PV,3Sl, pe^ras, g? et seq ^ ), the Committee could study the problem 
of revising and bringing up to date the Geneva Protocol of 1925. 

54o Like many other delegations^ ^-^e consider that the new turning-point in world 
affairs brought ab^ut by the conclusion of the non-proliferation treaty should not be 
missedo Diiring this very year there will be two opportunities for us to extend the 
usefulness of our work to all the other countries in the world, I refer t<.. the 
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Conference of the Non-Nuclear--Weapon States and the twenty-third session of the 
United Rations General Assembly. I believe that we are all coneerned in proving that 
the re.sults which we are seeking within this Gominittee are fully in conformity with 
the. objectives of the treaty. 

55. The Confc^rence of Mon-Nuclear-Weapon States, which will open in Geneva on 
29 iiugust, will give to the countries which in the General assembly in New York 
showed a desire to reflect mora deeply on the implications of the non~prjliferation 
treaty the opportunity to express their views more clearly. Furthermore^ I see a 
specific role for all those countries represented in our Committee which will be 
participating in various capa..cities in that Conference. That role will be to assist 
the delegations. which ham3 been unable to follow our work closely by providing them, 
with all useful clarifications. 

56. Consequently, the drafting of a solidly-built and comprehensive agenda and, 
oven better, the preparation of a broad programme of work are in our view important 
tasks for our Committee, deserving our fullest attention. That agenda and programme 
of work should, in our opinion, reflect the serious approach by meejns of which our 
ComjTiittee is preparing to bring to a successful conclusion in the coming months or 
years" the great and final task entrusted to it -- to clear the way for general and 
complete dis armament. 

57. I hope that the elaboro.tion of such a programme of work will .also prove to those 
Powers which, althc>ugh they h.-ve not so far adhered to the non-proliferr*ion treaty, 
have recently shown renewed interest in the problem of disarmament that we fully share 
their desire to achieve "realistic and total" disarmament, and will persuade them that 
only a progressive method can enable us to approach the problem "realistically", 
avoiding the pitfalls, both of Utopia and of demagogyo 

5S. Mr. JxJlOSZEK (Poland): First of all I should like to express my thajiks to ■ 

those representatives who have been kind enough to extend a welcome to me and whom I 
have not yet had the opportunity of thanking. In particular my thanks go to I4r. Bums 
of Canada, Mr, Husain of India, Mr. Chrlstov of Bulgaria and Mr. Lahoda of 
Czechoslovakia. 
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59* I should like now to comment briefly on some of the questions facing the 
Committee • The Sighteen-ITation Committee on Disarmam.ent has resumed its ¥ork in an 
international situation which seems to be conducive to successful negotiations on 
further disarmament measures. Firsts the non-proliferation treaty (ENDC/226 ) was 
successfully concluded a few Weeks ago. The Polish People's Republic ^ like many 
other States 9 attaches great importance to the treaty. My country played an active 
role in its elaboration and in co-sponsoring the draft resolution which became 
General Assembly resolution 2373 (XXIl) of 12 June I968 (ibid.). Poland was among 
the first States to sign the treaty. Following the conclusion of the Moscow Treaty 
of 196.3 (EKDC/lOO/Rev.l) and the Outer Space Treaty of I967 (General Assembly 
resolution 2222 (XXl))-^ the non-proliferation treaty is the most important link in 
the chain of measures aimed at the cessation of the nuclear arms race. The treaty 
has banned all direct and indirect possibilities for' the proliferation of nuclear 
weapons. 

60. Moreover^ as a result of the joint effort made by the nuclear-weapon and non-^ 
nuclear-weapon States ^ the international comin-unity has been given an important 
instrument of oo-operationj not only in the field of disarmament but also with 
regard to the peaceful applications of nuclear energy. We can see an important 
relationship between these two fields, iai steps aimed at the gradual reduction 
and subsequent elimination of nuclear weapons could have^ in our opinion 9 a 
decisive influence upon, the scope and methods of peaceful applications of nuclear 
energy. The successful combination of the various forms of co-operation among 
States provided under the treaty offers advantageous premises for further negotiations 
in the field of disarmament,^ with regard both to the key disarmament problems and to 
other collateral and regional measures. There is of course one fundamental condition 
of further progress in this field ^ namely that all States must refrain from any 
action that might frustrate direct or indirect objectives of the treaty. 

61. Another' welcome development has been the recent announcement of an agreement 
between the USSR and the United States to enter in the near futiire into bilateral 
negotiations concerning a general limitation and reduction of the means of 
delivery of offensive strategic nuclear weapons and of defensive systems against 
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ballistio missiles. Poland^ like many other ooiintries ., believes that any progress 
in this field would have a positive influence upon the solution of other important 
disarmament problems as required under article VI of the non-proliferation treaty^ 
which commits parties — 

^^.. to pursue negotiations in good faith on effective measures relating 
to cessation of the nuclear" arms race .at an early date and to nuclear 
disarmament <, and on a treaty on general and complete disarmament under 
strict and effective' international control^' 

62. Finally 9 a number of interesting proposals have- been made concerning the 
Committee ^s future work. I. have in mind first of all the memorandum of the 
Soviet Government {m'DG/22'j)^ as well as the message addressed to this Committee by 
President Johnson (ENDC/228)^ the statement by the representative of the United 
Kingdom (EKDC/PV. 381) J and other proposals* These proposals -give us. varied and at 
the same time ample possibilities of implementation of the Committee ^s tasks ♦ 

63. I should like to stress in particular the fundamental importance of the 
proposals contained in the memorandum of the Government of the Soviet Union of 

1 July on some urgent measures for stopping the arms race and for disarmament. This 
memorandum^ while stressing the urgent need to adopt measures of nuclear disarmament ^ 
enumerates many concrete and realistic disarmament proposals which are in full 
agreement with the preamble. and article VI of the non-proliferation treaty. We 
fully support those proposals and regard them as an adequate and acceptable basis 
for f-urther disarmament, negotiations. 

64p While recognizing these encouraging prospects 9- the Committee cannot ignore 
a number of negative factors which adversely affect the possibilities of further 
speedy progress. The war in Viet-Nam continues. The consequences of the Israeli 
aggression against the Arab countries have not yet been removed. The nuclear arms 
race tends to, assume new. dimensions promoting new ambitions and new fears. The 
adversaries of the non-proliferation treaty and of the very concept of disarmament 
have; not given up;. While the treaty has already been signed by nearly seventy 
States J the forces which are in opposition to its objectives are undertaking efforts ^ 
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differing in scope and in nature^ to delay the putting into effect of the treaty and 
to undermine these objectives by interpretations that go counter to the letter and the 
spirit of the treaty <. 

65. Poland is particularly interested in an early entry into force and in the 
subsequent iiaplementation of the non-proliferation treaty^ both at the universal and 
at the regional level o That is why Poland^ as a European State, cannot remain 
indifferent to the attitude adopted towards the treaty by the Gernan Federeil Republic c 
Unlike the other German State^ the Gerraan Democratic Republic, which was ajTxcng the 
first States to sign the non-proliferation treaty, the German Federal Republic strives' 
to avoid tal<:ing a clear and unequivocal position towards the non-proliferation of 
nuclear weapons « What is more, the Governiaent of the Gei^ian Federal Republic is 
trying to turn the non-proliferation treaty into an object of bargaining and pressure 
in order to extract political concessions. That Government seeks to impose upon 
other States its own interpretation of the treaty — an intei^pretation which, if 
accepted, would allow the Gerraan Federal Republic to maintain its well-known claims 

in the field of both foreign policy and military planning, in particular its- claims 

to nuclear arms. Such an attitude cannot but constitute an encouragement for all the, 

overt and covert opponents of the non-proliferation treaty « 

66. Important international instruments have accorded priority to nuclear disarmaraent 
in the disarmament negotia.tions, thus determining the direction of our future work, 

I have in mind, in particular, articles .VI and VII of the non-proliferation treaty 
and the preajnble to the treaty, as well as paragraph 4 of the operative part of 
General Assembly resolution 2373 (XXIl) . , Tald.ng that into consideration, the Polish 
delegation fully shares the opinion that the attention of the Committee should be 
concentrated on various measures relating to nuclear disarmainent. The implementation 
of such measures would reduce and "eliminate the threat of nuclear war, strengthen the 
sense of security in the world, and consequently greatly facilitate the achievement of 
our ultimate goal — general and complete disarmament. 
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67 • Among the many measures of nuclear disarmament we attach particular importance 
to the problem of the prohihition of the use of nuclear weapons. The General 
Assembly of the United Nations has adopted two important resolutions on this matter^ 
In resolution I653 (XVl) of I96I the Assembly proclaimed^ inter alia ^ that the use 
of nuclear weapons is contrary to the Charter of the Uniteci Nations and constitutes 
a crime against mankind. In resolution 2289 (XXIl)of I967. (Eltt)C/210) the Assembly 
recognized the importance of the examination of the ctuestion of the prohibition of 
the use -6f nuclear- weapons and of the conclusion of an appropriate international 
convention. The wide support which those two resolutions received in the General 
Assembly is but one reflection of the great importance which States attach to the 
question of the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons as an effective ^ though 
xxreliminary^ step towards the elimination of the threat of nuclear war. 
68, ¥e have always been of the view that the problem of the cessation of production 
of nuclear weapons and reduction and elimination of their stockpiles should be high 
on the list of priorities on our agenda. In its memorandum of 1 July the 
Government of the USSR declared its readiness to .open negotiations on this matter 
with all other nuclear Powers. The adoption of this proposal in good faith would, 
undoubtedly have a positive effect upon both disarmament negotiations and the 
international climate. 

69c ¥e are convinced that new efforts are required to reach an agreement banning 
underground nuclear-weapon tests. The Polish delegation shares the opinion that 
there exist adequate technological conditions for the detection by national means 
of any possible violation of an underground test ban. This provides a favourable 
basis for taking a political decision on this matter. 

70. }Je see ample possibilities also for negotiations on other collateral measizres 
proposed to the Committee ^ One of these is the question of the prohibition of the 
use of bacteriological and chemical weapons. Our position in this respect was 
clearly expressed at the twenty-first session of the United Nations General Assembly 
when we strongly supported the demand (resolution 2162 B (XXl)) for strict and 
universal observance, of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 • In our opinion this should be 
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a starting-point for any possible further steps in the field of the elimination of 
chemical and bacteriological weapons. We consider as useful the suggestion that 
the Secretariat should prepare a report on the effects of the use of bacteriological 
and chemical weapons. In our view all the arguments advanced previously in support 
of an earlier report (A/6858) on the effects of the use of nuclear weapons ^ 
prepared on the initiative of Poland^ remain valid in the case of the suggested 
report on chemical and bacteriological weapons* 

71 ♦ Another matter for discussion in the Committee could be the question of the 
demilitarization of the sea-bed and ocean floor with a view to securing their use 
exclusively for peaceful purposes. 

72, Article VII of the non-proliferation treaty has confirmed the right of States 
"to conclude regional treaties in order to assure the total absence of nuclear 
weapons in their respective territories." In parallel with negotiations on general 
disarmament problems 9 article VII gives States considerable possibilities for 
undertaking and implementing various measures of regional- nuclear disarmament. Such 
measures can contribute to strengthening the regional effectiveness of the non- 
proliferation treaty. 

73. Poland has been traditionally interested in the achievement of such measures 
in Europe. This keen interest is understandable in the light of the geographical 
situation and the historical experience of Poland » It stems from the fundamental 
premises of our foreign policy. ¥e have concentrated our initiatives on a region 
in which 9 as a result of the existence of the two military alliances equipped with 
the most up-to-date and devastating weapons 5 the consequences of a possible armed 
conflict would be the most disastrous. It is for that reason that my Government has 
put forward a number of concrete proposals which^ if adopted by all the parties 
concerned 5 would certainly contribute to the reduction of the danger of an armed 
conflict in that sensitive area and to the general improvement of the situation in 
Europe. I should like now to recall only the plan for the creation of an atom-free 
zone in Central Europe and the plan for the freezing of nuclear armaments in that 
region (E1\[DC/C.1/i). ¥e see in the provisions of the non-proliferation treaty a 



eedg/pv.385 
24 



( MTc Jaroszek^ Poland ) 



confirmation of the Tightness of oixr diploma -uic efforts in this field. We are 
prepared to continue those efforts with a vioTr to creating conditions conducive to 
lasting security in Europe o 

74/ While presenting our preliminary views today we should like to reserve our 
right to speak in gxeater detail on the problems which will he considered in the 
course of the further deliberations in the Committee. We are convinced that the 
Committee will spare no effort to secure progress in the implementation, of its 
tasks, thus- bringing, nearer the. achievement of its main ■ objective, universal and 
complete disarmaments, 

75 « The decisive contribution of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament to 
the elaboration of the non-proliferation treaty has aroused among the peoples of 
the world the hope, which we consider fully jiistified, that the Committee will play 
a similarly constructive part in the solution of other disarmament problemso We 
must "do everything possible to turn this hope into reality* 

The Conference decided to issue the followin/^ communique g 

^*The Conference of the Eight een-Nati on Committee on Disarmament today 

held its 385th plenary meeting in the Palais des Nations, Geneva, -under the - 

chairmanship of H.E, Alhaji Sule Kolo, representative of Nigeria. 

■ "Statements were made by the representatives of Sweden, . Italy and Poland. 
"The delegation of Sweden submitted a letter, from the representative of 

Sweden to the Special Representative of the Secretary-General of the United 
".Nations (ENDC/230). 

"The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Thursday, 1 August I968. 

at ^10«30 a^m*" ^. .. 

The meeting rose at 12 noono 



